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Whereas the Task Force on the Contested

Election in the 46th District of California
and the Committee have been reviewing
these materials and has all the information
it needs regarding who voted in the 46th Dis-
trict and all the information it needs to
make judgements concerning those votes;
and

Whereas the Committee on House Over-
sight has after nine months of review and in-
vestigation failed to present credible evi-
dence to change the outcome of the election
of Congresswoman Sanchez and is pursuing
never ending and unsubstantiated areas of
review; and

Whereas, Contestant Robert Dornan has
not shown or provided credible evidence that
the outcome of the election is other than
Congresswoman Sanchez’s election to the
Congress; and

Whereas, after nearly a year and the ex-
penditure of over $500,000, the inquisition of
voters of California’s 46th Congressional Dis-
trict has resulted in the intimidation of His-
panic voters;

Whereas, the Committee on House Over-
sight should complete its review of this mat-
ter and bring this contest to an end Now
therefore, be it;

Resolved, That unless the Committee on
House Oversight has sooner reported a rec-
ommendation for its final disposition, the
contest in the 46th District of California is
dismissed upon the expiration of November 7,
1997.

b 1545

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
PEASE). Without objection, the Chair’s
previous ruling under rule IX will be
entered in the RECORD at this point.

There was no objection.
The text of the Chair’s prior state-

ment is as follows:
Under rule IX, a resolution offered from

the floor by a Member other than the major-
ity leader or the minority leader as a ques-
tion of the privileges of the House has imme-
diate precedence only at a time designated
by the Chair within 2 legislative days after
the resolution is properly noticed.

Pending that designation, the form of the
resolution noticed by the gentleman from
Puerto Rico [Mr. ROMERO-BARCELÓ] will ap-
pear in the RECORD at this point.

The Chair will not at this point determine
whether the resolution constitutes a ques-
tion of privilege. That determination will be
made at the time designated for consider-
ation of the resolution.

f

ANNOUNCEMENT OF INTENTION TO
OFFER RESOLUTION RAISING
QUESTION OF PRIVILEGES OF
THE HOUSE

Mr. RODRIGUEZ. Mr. Speaker, pur-
suant to clause 2 of rule IX, I hereby
give notice of my intention to offer a
resolution which raises a question of
the privileges of the House.

The form of the resolution is as fol-
lows:

Whereas, Loretta Sanchez was issued a cer-
tificate of election as the duly elected Mem-
ber of Congress from the 46th District of
California by the Secretary of State of Cali-
fornia and was seated by the U.S. House of
Representatives on January 7, 1997; and

Whereas A Notice of Contest of Election
was filed with the Clerk of the House by Mr.
Robert Dornan on December 26, 1996; and

Whereas the Task Force on the Contested
Election in the 46th District of California

met on February 26, 1997 in Washington, D.C.
on April 19, 1997 in Orange County, California
and October 24, 1997 in Washington, D.C.; and

Whereas Mr. Dornan’s unproven allega-
tions and the actions of the Committee on
House Oversight have resulted in an unprece-
dented attack against Latino voters and cre-
ated a chilling effect with a message to
Latinos that their votes are suspect; and

Whereas the allegations made by Mr. Rob-
ert Dornan have been largely found to be
without merit: charges of improper voting
from a business, rather than a resident ad-
dress; underage voting; double voting; and
charges of unusually large number of indi-
viduals voting from the same address. It was
found that voting from the same address in-
cluded a Marines barracks and the domicile
of nuns, that business addresses were legal
residences for the individuals, including the
zoo keeper of the Santa Ana zoo, that dupli-
cate voting was by different individuals and
those accused of underage voting were of
age; and

Whereas the Committee on House Over-
sight has issued unprecedented subpoenas to
the Immigration and Naturalization Service
to compare their records with Orange Coun-
ty voter registration records, the first time
in any election in the history of the United
States that the INS has been asked by Con-
gress to verify the citizenship of voters; and

Whereas the INS has complied with the
Committee’s request and, at the Commit-
tee’s request, has been doing a manual check
of its paper files and providing worksheets
containing supplemental information on
that manual check to the Committee on
House Oversight for over five months; and

Whereas the Committee on House Over-
sight, subpoenaed the records seized by the
District Attorney of Orange County on Feb-
ruary 13, 1997 and has received and reviewed
all records pertaining to registration efforts
of that group; and

Whereas the House Oversight Committee is
now pursuing a duplicate and dilatory review
of materials already in the Committees pos-
session by the Secretary of State of Califor-
nia; and

Whereas the Task Force on the Contested
Election in the 46th District of California
and the Committee have been reviewing
these materials and has all the information
it needs regarding who voted in the 46th Dis-
trict and all the information it needs to
make judgments concerning those votes; and

Whereas the Committee on House Over-
sight has after over nine months of review
and investigation failed to present credible
evidence to change the outcome of the elec-
tion of Congresswoman Sanchez and is pur-
suing never ending and unsubstantiated
areas of review; and

Whereas, Contestant Robert Dornan has
not shown or provided credible evidence that
the outcome of the election is other than
Congresswoman Sanchez’s election to the
Congress; and

Whereas, after nearly a year and the ex-
penditure of over $500,000, the continued
probe of the Sanchez election unfairly tar-
gets Latino voters and discourages their full
participation in the democratic process; and

Whereas, the Committee on House Over-
sight should complete its review of this mat-
ter and bring this contest to an end and now
therefore be it:

Resolved, That unless the Committee on
House Oversight has sooner reported a rec-
ommendation for its final disposition, the
contest in the 46th District of California is
dismissed upon the expiration of November 7,
1997.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without
objection, the Chair’s previous ruling
under rule IX will be entered in the
RECORD at this point.

There was no objection.
The text of the Chair’s prior state-

ment is as follows:
Under rule IX, a resolution offered from

the floor by a Member other than the Major-
ity Leader or the Minority Leader as a ques-
tion of the privileges of the House has imme-
diate precedence only at a time designated
by the Chair within two legislative days
after the resolution is properly noticed.

Pending that designation, the form of the
resolution noticed by the gentleman from
Texas [Mr. RODRIGUEZ] will appear in the
RECORD at this point.

The Chair will not at this point determine
whether the resolution constitutes a ques-
tion of privilege. That determination will be
made at the time designated for consider-
ation of the resolution.

f

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY

Mr. SOLOMON. Mr. Speaker, may I
propound a parliamentary inquiry?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman will state his parliamentary in-
quiry.

Mr. SOLOMON. Mr. Speaker, I have
sat here for over an hour now waiting
to bring before this body nine very,
very important measures dealing with
our relationship with the Communist
People’s Republic of China, and during
that hour we have been delayed, we
have listened to a number of notices of
questions of privilege. One of them was
by our good friend, and she is a good
friend, the gentlewoman from Califor-
nia [Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD], and as I lis-
tened to her make notice, I came
across the October 31, 1997, page H9814,
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, which is enti-
tled ‘‘An Announcement of Intention
to Offer Resolution Raising Question of
Privileges of the House,’’ and it seems
to me that the gentlewoman from Cali-
fornia repeated exactly what she had
noticed on October 31.

My question to the Chair is, it would
seem, whether intentional or uninten-
tional, that that would be deleterious
in rising to make notice on the same
question while one was pending. What
is the parliamentary situation there?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair will examine the announced reso-
lution to determine whether it is iden-
tical to another one considered by the
House on the same day.
f

ANNOUNCEMENT OF COMMITTEE
ON RULES MEETING

(Mr. SOLOMON asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute.)

Mr. SOLOMON. Mr. Speaker, I have
asked for this time for the purposes of
making an announcement about a
Committee on Rules meeting.

Mr. Speaker, we have just witnessed
another, I believe, 14 or 15, I did not
count the number, questions of privi-
leges being noticed on the floor dealing
with the Sanchez/Dornan situation.
This brings to, just a guesstimate, to
about 45 that now are pending. We have
delayed the actions of the House by 1
hour, more than 1 hour just now. If we
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